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DETAILED ACTION 



I. 



Claims 40-56 have been added. 



II. 



Claims 1-56 have been examined. 



III. 



Responses to Applicant's remarks have been given. 



Response to Arguments 



1 . The objection to claims 21 -24 pertaining to improper multiple dependency is 
hereby withdrawn. 

2. The 35 U.S.C. 1 01 rejection of claim 39 is hereby withdrawn. 

3. With regards to the Applicant's arguments pertaining to neither Hirota nor Tsuria 
disclosing the claimed features of claim 1 , they have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

4. The Applicant states that "Hirota is not concerned with matching a number N of 
data reception equipment with a number M of external security module in order to allow 
access to digital data by means of different external security modules matched with 
different reception equipment". However, in response to Applicant's arguments against 
the references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references 
individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re 
Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 
231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Drawings 

5. The drawings were received on 1 0/1 3/1 0. These drawings are accepted. 

Claim Objections 
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6. Claim 3 is objected to due to the parentheses being omitted from around the 
claim language "or said programmed delay" but no marking to indicate the originally 
presented parentheses being removed (i.e., no double brackets or strikethroughs). 
Appropriate correction is required. 

7. Claims 22-24, 46-48, 50-52 and 54-56 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: punctuation error. Claims 22-24, 46-48, 50-52 and 54-56 do not possess 
a period "." at the end of their respective claims. Appropriate correction is required. 

8. Claims 25-27 and 45-56 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in 
improper form because a multiple dependent claim cannot depend from any other 
multiple dependent claim. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Claims 25-27 are directed towards 
"method set forth in any one of claims 1 to 20". Claims 10,11 and 1 4 are claims with a 
multiple dependency. Further, claims 45-48 depend on claim 25; claims 49 depends on 
claim 26; claims 50-52 depend on claim 49; and claims 53-56 depend on claim 27. 
Accordingly, the claims 25-27 and 45-56 have not been further treated on the merits. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 3-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
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applicant regards as the invention. Claims 3-14 recite the limitation "the operator". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-5, 14-20, 38 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over United States Patent No. 6,606,707 to Hirota et al., hereinafter Hirota 

and further in view of United States Patent Application Publication No. US 

2006/0021057 to Risan et al., hereinafter Risan. 

1 0. Regarding claim 1 , Hirota teaches a method for matching a number N of data 
reception equipment with a number M of external security modules, each reception 
equipment being provided with a unique identifier, and each external security module 
having a unique identifier (column 3, lines 3-8 and column 5, lines 9-20), 
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method characterised in that it comprises a configuration phase comprising the 
following steps: 

memorizing a list of identifiers of reception equipment in each data external security 
module (column 5, lines 9-17, "an identification information storage unit which stores a 
piece of identification information identifying an electronic device"), 
and carrying out a check phase when an external security module is connected to data 
reception equipment, comprising the following steps: 

whether or not the identifier for said reception equipment is present in the list of 
identifiers memorized in said external security module, and if so, authorizing access to 
data using said external security module and said reception equipment, and if not, 
preventing access to the distributed data by means of said external security module with 
said reception equipment (column 3, lines 3-15, "mutual authentication", column 5, lines 
9-32, "prevents the occurrence of unauthorized tapping and using of the personal data" 
and lines 55-67 and column 6, lines 1 -10). 

1 1 . Hirota teaches the claimed invention, as cited above. However, it does not teach 
the claim language pertaining to "memorizing a list of identifiers of external security 
module in each reception equipment, verifying whether or not the identifier for said 
external security module is present in the list of identifiers memorized in said reception 
equipment". Risan teaches said claim language, as cited below. 

1 2. Regarding claim 1 , Risan teaches memorizing a list of identifiers of external 
security modules in each reception equipment, verifying whether or not the identifier for 
said external security module is present in the list of identifiers memorized in said 
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reception equipment (page 1 , paragraph 9, "a list of process identification values" and 
page 6, paragraph 71 ). 

1 3. The motivation to combine to provide "a system for preventing unauthorized 
reproduction of media disposed on a media storage device" {Risan- page 1 , paragraph 
9). 

1 4. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Risan with the teachings of 
Hirota so as to ensure that access to specific data only occurs when the proper 
equipment is utilized. 

1 5. Regarding claim 2, Hirota teaches that the configuration is used only when the 
user connects an external security module to a reception equipment (column 5, lines 
33-54). 

1 6. Regarding claim 3, Hirota teaches that the method also comprises a step in 
which the operator transmits a signal to the reception equipment to manage the check 
phase comprising one of the following set values: activating the check phase at or after 
a programmed delay, deactivating the check phase at or after a programmed delay, 
specifying an absolute date in which the check phase is activated or deactivated, 
cancelling said programmed date (or said programmed delay) (column 10, lines 50-65). 

1 7. Regarding claim 4, Hirota teaches that the operator also transmits a signal to the 
reception equipment containing a message to delete the list of identifiers memorised in 
the reception equipment (Figure 14C, column 7, lines 16-18). 



Application/Control Number: 10/589,766 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2431 

1 8. Regarding claims 5, 40-42, Hirota teaches that the operator also transmits to the 
external security module a signal containing a message to delete the list of identifiers 
memorised in this external security module (column 4, lines 60-64, "destroying the 
semiconductor memory card", column 20, lines 58-67 and column 21 , lines 1 -1 4). 

1 9. Regarding claim 1 4, Hirota teaches the operator transmits a signal message for 
the check phase to a group of reception equipment in a private flow, said private flow 
being processed by a dedicated software executable in each reception equipment as a 
function of the identifier of said reception equipment (column 3, lines 3-15, "mutual 
authentication", column 5, lines 9-32, "prevents the occurrence of unauthorized tapping 
and using of the personal data" and lines 55-67 and column 6, lines 1-10). 

20. Hirota significantly teaches the claimed invention, as cited above. However, 
Hirota does not substantially teach the claim language of claim 1 5. Risan teaches said 
claim language, as cited below. 

21 . Regarding claim 1 5, Risan teaches that the list of identifiers of external security 
module is transmitted in a private flow to a group of reception equipment and processed 
by a dedicated software executable in each reception equipment as a function of the 
identifier of said reception equipment (page 1 , paragraph 9, "a list of process 
identification values" and page 6, paragraph 71). 

22. The motivation to combine to provide "a system for preventing unauthorized 
reproduction of media disposed on a media storage device" {Risan- page 1 , paragraph 
9). 
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23. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Risan with the teachings of 
Hirota so as to ensure that access to specific data only occurs when the proper 
equipment is utilized. 

24. Regarding claim 1 6, Hirota teaches that the list of identifiers of reception 
equipment is transmitted to a group of external security modules in a private flow that is 
processed by a dedicated software in each of said external security modules or in the 
reception equipment to which each of said external security modules is connected, as a 
function of the identifier of said external security module (column 3, lines 36-52 and 
column 5, lines 9-17, "an identification information storage unit which stores a piece of 
identification information identifying an electronic device"). 

25. Regarding claim 1 7, Hirota teaches that digital data are distributed in plain text or 
in scrambled form (column 9, lines 1 0-1 6 and 45-57). 

26. Hirota teaches the claimed invention, as cited above. However, Hirota does not 
teach the claim language found within claim 19. Risan teaches said claim language, as 
cited below. 

27. Regarding claim 1 9, Risan teaches that the list of identifiers of M security 
modules memorised in a reception equipment is encrypted (page 10, paragraph 97, "the 
messages being passed back and forth between client computer system 210 and web 
server 250 can also be encrypted, thereby protecting the media files and the data being 
exchanged from unauthorized use or access"). 
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28. The motivation to combine to provide "a system for preventing unauthorized 
reproduction of media disposed on a media storage device" {Risan- page 1 , paragraph 
9). 

29. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Risan with the teachings of 
Hirota so as to ensure that access to specific data only occurs when the proper 
equipment is utilized. 

30. Regarding claim 20, Hirota teaches that the list of identifiers of N reception 
equipment memorised in an external security module is encrypted (column 4, lines 19- 
32). 

31 . Regarding 38, Hirota discloses an access control system including a plurality of 
reception equipment each having a unique identifier and that can cooperate with a 
plurality of external security modules each having a unique identifier, each external 
security module containing information about access rights of a subscriber to digital 
data distributed by an operator, said system also including a commercial management 
platform communicating with said reception equipment and said external security 
modules, characterised in that is also includes: a first module arranged in said 
commercial platform and designed to generate matching queries (column 3, lines 3-15, 
"mutual authentication", column 5, lines 9-32, "an identification information storage unit 
which stores a piece of identification information identifying an electronic device" and 
"prevents the occurrence of unauthorized tapping and using of the personal data" and 
lines 55-67 and column 6, lines 1-10). 
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32. Hirota significantly discloses the claimed invention, as cited above. However, 
Hirota does not substantially disclose the claim language of "a second module arranged 
in said reception equipment and in said external security modules and designed to 
process said queries to prepare a matching configuration". Risan discloses said claim 
language, as cited below. 

33. Regarding claim 38, Risan discloses a second module arranged in said reception 
equipment and in said external security modules and designed to process said queries 
to prepare a matching configuration (page 1, paragraph 9). 

34. The motivation to combine to provide an access control method which prevents 
fraudulent equipment from being utilized due to tampering with the identifiers of 
acceptable equipment. 

35. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Risan with the teachings of 
Hirota so as to ensure that access to specific data only occurs when the proper 
equipment is utilized. 

36. Regarding claim 39, Hirota discloses a computer program stored in memory 
executable on N reception equipment that can cooperate with M security modules each 
having a unique identifier and in which information about access rights of a subscriber 
to digital data distributed by an operator are stored, characterised in that it comprises 
instructions for memorising a list of identifiers of part or all of N reception equipment in 
each external security module (column 5, lines 9-17, "an identification information 
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storage unit which stores a piece of identification information identifying an electronic 
device"), 

instructions to prevent access to said data if the identifier of the security module 
connected to the reception equipment is not present in the list of identifiers previously 
memorised in this reception equipment or if the identifier of said reception equipment is 
not present in the list of identifiers previously memorised in said external security 
module (column 3, lines 3-15, "mutual authentication", column 5, lines 9-32, "prevents 
the occurrence of unauthorized tapping and using of the personal data" and lines 55-67 
and column 6, lines 1-10). 

37. Hirota significantly discloses the claimed invention, as cited above. However, 
Hirota does not disclose the claimed invention with regards to the claim language of 
"instructions to memorise a list of identifiers of part or all of the M external security 
modules in each reception equipment, instructions to control the identifier of a security 
module connected to a reception equipment and the identifier of said reception 
equipment". Risan discloses said claim language, as cited below. 

38. Regarding claim 39, Risan discloses instructions to memorise a list of identifiers 
of part or all of the M external security modules in each reception equipment, 
instructions to control the identifier of a security module connected to a reception 
equipment and the identifier of said reception equipment (page 1 , paragraph 9, "a list of 
process identification values" and page 6, paragraph 71). 
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39. The motivation to combine to provide "a system for preventing unauthorized 
reproduction of media disposed on a media storage device" {Risan- page 1 , paragraph 
9). 

40. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Risan with the teachings of 
Hirota so as to ensure that access to specific data only occurs when the proper 
equipment is utilized. 

41 . Claims 6-1 3, 18,21, 43-45, 49 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hirota and Risan as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of United States Patent No. 6,405,369 to Tsuria, hereinafter Tsuria. 

42. Hirota and Risan significantly teach the claimed invention, as cited above. 
However, Hirota and Risan do not substantially teach the claim language within claims 
6-13, 21, 43-45, 49 and 53 pertaining to "an EMM message". Tsuria teaches said claim 
language, as cited below. 

43. [As it is known, an EMM (Entitlement Management Message) provides 
conditional access information pertaining to the authority that a viewer/receiver has in 
receiving the particular transmissions and services of a content provider. Tsuria's 
disclosure of the "deactivation dates" being "communicated to the first smart card and to 
the second smart card via the pay television network" is interpreted by the Examiner to 
pertain to a notification that states the duration in which the smart cards can be used to 
help provide access to the television broadcasts.] 
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44. The motivation to combine would be to provide the means to ensure "preventing 
the smart card from performing the access control functions" (Tsuria - column 5, lines 
15-18). 

45. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Tsuria with the teachings of 
Hirota and Risan to provide "a pay television access control method to be employed in a 
pay television system in which pay television programs are transmitted to a plurality of 
subscribers, each being entitled to receive selected programs" (Tsuria- column 3, lines 
20-25). 

46. The motivation and obviousness to combine pertains to claims 6-1 3, 21 , 43-45, 
49 and 53. 

47. Regarding claim 6, Tsuria teaches that the operator transmits the list of M 
identifiers of the external security modules to a reception equipment through an EMM 
message specific to said reception equipment (column 6, lines 9-19, 32-47 and 55-59, 
column 7, lines 1 1 -23 and 44-67). 

48. Regarding claim 7, Tsuria teaches that the operator transmits the list of identifiers 
of N reception equipment to an external security module through an EMM message 
specific to said external security module (column 6, lines 9-19, 32-47 and 55-59, column 
7, lines 11-23 and 44-67). 

49. Regarding claims 8, 43, 44, Tsuria teaches that the operator transmits the list of 
M identifiers of external security modules to a group of reception equipment through an 
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EMM message specific to said group of reception equipment (column 6, lines 9-19, 32- 
47 and 55-59, column 7, lines 1 1-23 and 44-67). 

50. Regarding claim 9, Tsuria teaches that the operator transmits the list of identifiers 
of N reception equipment to a group of external security modules through an EMM 
message specific to said group of external security modules (column 6, lines 9-19, 32- 
47 and 55-59, column 7, lines 1 1-23 and 44-67). 

51 . Regarding claim 1 0, Tsuria teaches that the operator supplies said signal 
message to a reception equipment through an EMM message specific to said reception 
equipment (column 6, lines 9-19, 32-47 and 55-59, column 7, lines 1 1 -23 and 44-67). 

52. Regarding claim 1 1 , Tsuria teaches that the operator supplies said signal 
message to a group of reception equipment through an EMM message specific to said 
group of reception equipment (column 6, lines 9-19, 32-47 and 55-59, column 7, lines 
11-23 and 44-67). 

53. Regarding claim 1 2, Tsuria teaches that the operator supplies said signal 
message to an external security module through an EMM message specific to said 
external security module (column 6, lines 9-19, 32-47 and 55-59, column 7, lines 1 1 -23 
and 44-67). 

54. Regarding claim 1 3, Tsuria teaches that the operator supplies said signal 
message to a group of external security modules through an EMM message specific to 
said group of external security modules (column 6, lines 9-19, 32-47 and 55-59, column 
7, lines 11-23 and 44-67). 
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55. Regarding claim 21 , Tsuria discloses that the method also includes a mechanism 
designed to prevent use of an EMM transmitted to the same external security module or 
to the same reception equipment (column 7, lines 11-23 and column 9, lines 34-40). 

56. Hirota and Risan significantly teach the claimed invention, as cited above. 
However, Hirota and Risan do not substantially teach the claim language of claim 18. 
Tsuria teaches said claim language, as cited below. 

57. Regarding claim 1 8, Tsuria teaches that digital data are audiovisual programs 
(column 1 , lines 50-60, "pay television transmissions"). 

58. The motivation to combine would be to allow for the system to provide access to 
the desired type of data. 

59. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Tsuria with the teachings of 
Hirota and Risan to provide "a pay television access control method to be employed in a 
pay television system in which pay television programs are transmitted to a plurality of 
subscribers, each being entitled to receive selected programs" {Tsuria- column 3, lines 
20-25). 

60. Claims 28-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
United States Patent No. 6,405,369 to Tsuria, hereinafter Tsuria and further in view of 
United States Patent Application Publication No. US 2006/0021057 to Risan et al., 
hereinafter Risan. 
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61 . Regarding claim 28, Tsuria teaches a reception equipment that can be matched 
with a plurality of external security modules to manage access to digital data distributed 
by an operator (column 1 , lines 50-60, "pay television transmissions"). 

62. Tsuria teaches the claimed invention, as cited above. However, Tsuria does not 
teach the claim language pertaining to "a non-volatile memory designed to memorise a 
list of external security modules, means of verifying if the identifier of an external 
security module connected to said equipment is present in the list memorised in said 
non-volatile memory". Risan teaches said claim language, as cited below. 

63. Regarding claim 28, Risan teaches in that it includes: a non-volatile memory 
designed to memorise a list of external security modules, means of verifying if the 
identifier of an external security module connected to said equipment is present in the 
list memorised in said non-volatile memory (Figure 1, element 103, "Non-Volatile 
Memory", page 3, paragraph 44 and page 6, paragraph 71 ). 

64. The motivation to combine to provide "a system for preventing unauthorized 
reproduction of media disposed on a media storage device" [Risan- page 1 , paragraph 
9). 

65. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Risan with the teachings of 
Hirota so as to ensure that access to specific data only occurs when the proper 
equipment is utilized. 

66. Regarding claim 29, Tsuria teaches that the equipment includes a decoder and in 
that the external security module is an access control card containing information about 
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access rights of a subscriber to said digital data, matching being done between said 
decoder and said card (column 1 , lines 50-65, column 3, lines 20-29 and column 5, lines 
24-29). 

67. Regarding claim 30, Tsuria teaches that the equipment includes a decoder and in 
that the external security module is a removable security interface provided with a non- 
volatile memory and designed to cooperate firstly with said decoder, and secondly with 
a plurality of conditional access control cards, to manage access to said digital data, 
matching being done between said decoder and said removable security interface 
(column 1 , lines 50-65, column 3, lines 20-29 and column 5, lines 24-61 ). 

68. Regarding claim 31 , Tsuria teaches that the equipment includes a decoder 
provided with a removable security interface with a non-volatile memory and designed 
to cooperate firstly with said decoder, and secondly with a plurality of conditional access 
control cards and in that matching is done between said removable security interface 
and said access control cards (column 2, lines 43-67, column 3, lines 1-19 and 50-67 
and column 4, lines 1-38). 

69. Regarding claim 32, Tsuria teaches a Decoder that can cooperate with a plurality 
of external security modules to manage access to audiovisual programs distributed by 
an operator (column 1, lines 50-60, "pay television transmissions"). 

70. Tsuria teaches the claimed invention, as cited above. However, Tsuria does not 
teach the claim language with regards to "each external security module having a single 
identifier and comprising at least one data processing algorithm, decoder characterized 
in that it includes: a non-volatile memory designed to memorise a list of external security 
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modules, means of verifying if the identifier of an external security module connected to 
said decoder is present in the list memorised in said non-volatile memory". Risan 
teaches said claim language, as cited below. 

71 . Regarding claim 32, Risan teaches each external security module having a 
single identifier and comprising at least one data processing algorithm, decoder 
characterized in that it includes: a non-volatile memory designed to memorise a list of 
external security modules, means of verifying if the identifier of an external security 
module connected to said decoder is present in the list memorised in said non-volatile 
memory (Figure 1, element 103, "Non-Volatile Memory", page 1, paragraph 9, "a list of 
process identification values", page 3, paragraph 44 and page 6, paragraph 71). 

72. The motivation to combine to provide "a system for preventing unauthorized 
reproduction of media disposed on a media storage device" (Risan- page 1 , paragraph 
9). 

73. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Risan with the teachings of 
Hirota so as to ensure that access to specific data only occurs when the proper 
equipment is utilized. 

74. Regarding claim 33, Tsuria teaches that said external security modules are 
access control cards in which information about access rights of a subscriber to digital 
data distributed by an operator is memorized (column 1 , lines 50-65, column 3, lines 20- 
29, column 5, lines 24-61 and column 6, lines 9-15). 
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75. Regarding 34, Tsuria teaches that said external security modules are removable 
security interfaces including a non-volatile memory and designed to cooperate firstly 
with the decoder, and secondly with a plurality of conditional access control cards to 
manage access to digital data distributed by an operator (column 1 , lines 50-65, column 
3, lines 20-29 and column 5, lines 24-61). 

76. Claims 35-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by United 
States Patent No. 6,606,707 to Hirota et al., hereinafter Hirota. 

77. Regarding claim 35, Hirota discloses a removable security interface designed to 
cooperate firstly with a reception equipment, and secondly with a plurality of conditional 
access control cards, to manage access to digital data distributed by an operator, each 
card having a unique identifier and containing information about access rights of a 
subscriber to said digital data, interface characterised in that it includes: a non-volatile 
memory designed to memorise a list of subscriber cards, means of verifying if the 
identifier of a card associated with said interface is present in the list memorised in said 
non-volatile memory (column 3, lines 3-15, "mutual authentication", column 5, lines 9- 
32, "an identification information storage unit which stores a piece of identification 
information identifying an electronic device" and "prevents the occurrence of 
unauthorized tapping and using of the personal data" and lines 55-67 and column 6, 
lines 1-10). 

78. Regarding claim 36, Hirota discloses that it consists of a PCMCIA card 
containing a digital data descrambling software (column 7, lines 61 -67 and column 8, 
lines 38-57). 
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79. Regarding claim 37, Hirota discloses that it consists of a software (column 7, 
lines 61 -67 and column 8, lines 9-1 9, 31 -34 and 38-57). 

Conclusion 

80. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

United States Patent No. 6,366,585 to Dapper et al., which is cited to show 
distributed control in a communication system. 

United States Patent No. 6,330,241 to Fort which is cited to show multi-point to 
point communication system with remote unit burst identification. 

United States Patent No. 6,334,219 to Hill et al., which is cited to show channel 
selection for a hybrid fiber coax network. 

United States Patent No. 6,292,651 to Dapper et al., which is cited to show a 
communication system with multicarrier transport distribution network between a head 
end terminal and remote units. 

United States Patent No. 5,625,693 to Rohatgi et al., which is cited to show an 
apparatus and method for authenticating transmitting applications in an interactive tv 
system. 

United States Patent No. 5,485,221 to Banker et al., which is cited to show a 
subscription television system and terminal for enabling simultaneous display of multiple 
services. 

United States Patent No. 6,061 ,057 to Knowlton et al., which is cited to show a 
network commercial system using visual link objects. 
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United States Patent No. 7,181,010 to Russ et al., which is cited to show an 
apparatus for entitling remote client devices. 

United States Patent No. 6,438,550 to Doyle et al., which is cited to show a 
method and apparatus for client authentication and application configuration via smart 
cards. 

United States Patent No. 6,405369 to Tsuria, which is cited to show smart card 
chaining in pay television systems. 

81 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JEREMIAH AVERY whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8627. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8:30am- 
5pm. 

82. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Korzuch can be reached on (571) 272-7589. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 

83. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
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USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jeremiah Avery/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2431 



/Christopher A. Revak/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2431 



